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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This Office Action is in response to communication filled on July 5, 2006. 

2, Claims 1-8 and 10-14 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1, 2, and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Martin, Jr. et al., U.S. Pat. No. 6,610,105 (hereinafter Martin). 



5. Regarding claim 1 , Martin discloses a method as claimed, for proving data 
detection from Web content information for mobile devices comprising (col. 2, line 34 - 
col. 3, line 51): 

receiving a URL from a user (col. 2, line 47 - 49, the server receives a request 
from a mobile device to access a portal, which is done though a URL request); 
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accessing a Web page data file identified by the URL (col. 8, line 1 - 6, the portal 
is accessed by the URL); 

detecting a data portion from the Web page data file dynamically in real time 
(See Fig. 3B and col. 9, lines 7 - 37; the portal provides a number links on the mobile 
device, See col. 12, lines 50 - col. 13, line 5, host dynamically generates a webpage 
suitable for use by recipient based on user identity of device characteristics); 

searching the content to identify one or more Web content data items, wherein 
each of the one or more web content data items included in the content portion can be 
accessed via at least one link indication to provide a service from a mobile device 
through a wireless connection (col. 3, line 22 - 37 and col. 9, line 18-37, the user 
access services through links such as stacks on a mobile device); and 

displaying only the identified one or more web content data item using the at leas 
one link indication on a display of the mobile device having limited display space (col. 9, 
line 18-37, once the links is selected, data corresponding to the link is displayed on 
the mobile device and see Fig IB element 152 the display on the mobile device is 
limited). 

6. Regarding claim 2, Martin teaches the steps of providing a user keypad selection 
enabling at least one link indication to be activated; and using the wireless connection to 
activate at least one link indication when the user keypad selection is made (col. 5, lines 
52 - 63). 
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7. Regarding claim 12, Martin discloses wherein the mobile device can be one of: 
an Internet phone (col. 5, line 18 - 25); 

a personal digital assistant (col. 5, line 18 - 25); and 
a two way pager ((col. 5, line 18 - 25). 

8. Reference to claims 1 3 and 14, Boor teaches wherein the step of detecting 
and/or searching the content portion from the Web page data file occurs in a network 
server and within a Web browser (col. 12, line 17 - col. 13, line 14). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 3 -5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Martin in view of De Boor et al., U.S. Pat. No. 6,675,204 (hereinafter Boor). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 3, Martin fails to disclose wherein one of the one or more Web 
content data items is a telephone number. However, Boor teaches the web content 
data is a telephone number (col. 13, lines 28 - line 58). It would have been obvious to a 
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person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Martin by Boor in order to enhance the system functionality. 

12. Reference to claim 4, Martin fails to disclose wherein one of the one or more 
Web content data item is a telephone number. However, Boor teaches the web content 
data is a telephone number (col. 13, lines 28 - line 58). It would have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Martin by Boor in order to enhance the system functionality. Moreover, Martin and Boor 
fail to teach the link indication is activated by dialing the number. However, this feature 
is well known and would have been an obvious modification for person having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to in order to reduce the steps of dialing a 
number. 

13. Regarding claim 5, Martin fails teach wherein one of the one or more web 
content data item is an address number. However, Boor discloses the web content data 
is an address number (col. 13, lines 28 - line 58). It would have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Martin by Boor in order to enhance the system functionality. 

14. Regarding claim 7, Martin does not teach wherein one of the one or more Web 
content data item is an e-mail address. However, Boor discloses the Web content data 
is an e-mail address (col. 13, lines 28 - line 58). It would have been to a person having 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the above limitation 
into Martin's invention to increase system functionality. 

15. Claims 10 and 6, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Martin in view of Buckham et al., U.S. Pat No. 6,662,016 (hereinafter Buckham). 

16. Regarding claim 10, Martin teaches a method for providing telephone access 
using Web page information comprising the steps of: 

receiving a URL from a user (col. 2, line 47 - 49, the server receives a request 
from a mobile device to access a portal, which is done though a URL request); 

accessing a Web page data file identified by the URL (col. 8, line 1 - 6, the portal 
is accessed by the URL); 

detecting a data portion from the Web page data file, the data portion adapted to 
be enhanced by introducing a link indication to a service (See Fig. 3B and col. 9, lines 7 
- 37; the portal provides a number links on the mobile device); 

searching the content to identify one or more Web content data items in the 
content, the web content data included in content portion and adapted to be accessed 
to provide at least one new link service from a mobile device through a wireless 
connection (col. 3, line 22 - 37 and col. 9, line 18-37, the user access services 
through links such as stacks on a mobile device); 

displaying only the at least one identified web content data using the link 
indication on a display of a mobile device having limited display space (col. 9, line 18 - 
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37, once the links is selected, data corresponding to the link is displayed on the mobile 
device and see Fig 1B element 152 the display on the mobile device is limited)); and 

providing a user keypad selection of the mobile device to show a location for the 
at least one identified address via a map (col. 5, lines 52 - 63). 

Although Martin discloses substantial features of the claimed invention 
(explained above), he fails to disclose that the web content data item is an address and 
providing a user keypad selection of the mobile device enabling a map to be provided 
showing a location for the identified address. However, in an analogous art, Buckham 
teaches displaying the address on a display of the mobile device and a map to be 
provided showing a location for the identified address (Fig. 1, numeral 147, Fig. 2, 
numeral 202, 204 and Fig. 4 and col. 2, lines 24 - col. 4, lines 8). Having the teachings 
of Martin and Buckham, it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to include the above limitation into Martin in 
order to increase utilizations of the system. 

17. Claims 1 1 and 8, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over De Boor et al., U.S. Pat No. 6,675,204 (hereinafter Boor) in view of Backham. 

18. Regarding claim 1 1 , Boor discloses receiving a URL from a user (col. 4, lines 1 8 
-46); 

accessing a Web page data file identified by the URL (col. 4, lines 28 - 46); 
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identifying at least one email address from the one or more content in the Web 
page items in the content (col. 13, lines 26 - 51); 

displaying the identified email address for the user (col. 13, lines 26 - 51); 
providing a user keypad selection of the mobile device having limited display space 
(Fig.1, col. 9, lines 34-49, col. 4, lines 18-46 and col. see Fig 1, element 136 the 
display on the mobile device is limited). 

Nonetheless Boor does not disclose displaying the address on a display of the mobile 
device and an email initiation. However, Buckham teaches displaying the address on a display 
of the mobile device and an e-mail initiation (co. 9, line 7-12 and Fig. 1, numeral 147, Fig. 2, 
numeral 202, 204). It would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Bore by Buckham order to enhance user stratification 
by providing more functionality to the system. 

79. Claims 6 and 8 have similar limitations as to claims 10 and 1 1; therefore, they are 
rejected under the same rational. 

Response to Arguments 

20. Applicant's arguments filed July 5, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant argues in reference to claim 1,10, and 1 1 , that the Martin fails to 
teach "dynamic" detection, search and identification of data items in real time. The 
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claimed language does state that all detection, search and identification of data items 
are done dynamically in real time. The claim language of claims, state "detecting a 
content portion from the Web page data file dynamically in real time". This part of claim 
language states that detecting is done dynamically which is thought by Martin (see the 
rejection of claim 1 above). Martin teaches that the portal provides a number of links on 
the mobile device and the host dynamically generates a webpage suitable for use by 
recipient based on user identity of device characteristics (see col. 12, line 50 - col. 13, 
line 5). In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., dynamic search and identification in real time) are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

21 . In reference to claims 3-8 and 10-11, the applicant argues that secondary 
references fail to teach the limitations of "detecting, searching and identifying content 
dynamically in real time". In response to applicant's arguments against the references 
individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually 
where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 
F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091 , 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir 1986). 
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Conclusion 

22. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sahera Halim whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4003. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday and Thursdays 7:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Sahera Halim 
Patent Examiner 

Art Unit 21 57 
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